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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a}. In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )E1 Responsive to communlcation(s) filed on 11 January 2006 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) U9.11 and 15 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) S Claim(s) 1-9 and 11 is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 15 is/are rejected. 

?)□ Claim{s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim{s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: aO accepted or b)\3 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held In abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacennent drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fomn PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 
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2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicants' filing of RCE and amendments on 1/1 1/2006 is acknowledged. 
The amendments to the claims 1 and 15 have been entered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of canrying out his invention. 

Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. Claim 15 contains subject matter which was 
not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled 
in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. In particular, the phrase "controlling a transferring 
operation between the two functional blocks ... without regard to access freauencv " 
(lines 11-13, emphasis added) does not have any support from the originally filed 
specification. Further, the newly added limitation: 'Svherein bus selection is independent 
of a bus load" does not have any support from the originally filed specification. If 
Applicants disagree. Applicants are required to point out to the originally filed 
specification, by citing page and line number, the disclosure of such limitation. It 
appears that newly added claim 15 has been drafted in view of the disclosure of the 
cited prior art (Nozuyama). This fact alone is a clear indication that the Applicants' 
originally filed specification does not provide support for limitation "controlling a 
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transferring operation between the two functional blocks ... without regard to access 
frequency ""' (lines 11-13, emphasis added); and support for the newly added limitation: 
"wherein bus selection is independent of a bus load." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Nozuyama (5,862,359). 

As best the Examiner can ascertain from the language of the claim, claim 15 
does not define any structure that differs from Nozuyama. 

With regard to claim 1 5, Nozuyama discloses a semiconductor 
device (10, for example) comprising: a plurality of function blocks (13, 14, 15, and 
16, for examplel), a plurality of buses (22, 23, for example), each of which is 
respectively connected to one of the plurality of function blocks (13, 14, 15, 16)', a 
plurality of control signal lines (EN12-EN31, see also column 6, lines 1-46), each 
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of which is respectively connected to one of the plurality of function blocks (13- 16), a 
main bus (21 , connected to CPU 1 1 a bus control unit (CPU 1 1 ) connected to the 
main bus (21)', a bus division control unit (including 3 and 4) located between the 
plurality of buses and the main bus (21 ), for connecting one of the plurality of buses (22, 
23) to the main bus (21) and transmitting a control signal to a corresponding one of the 
plurality of control signal lines (EN12-EN31, see also column 6, lines 1-46) in 
accordance with a decoded result of Infonnation supplied from the bus control unit via 
the main bus (21). thereby controlling a corresponding one of the plurality of function 
blocks and controlling communication between at least two functional blocks (see at 
least column 3, lines 18-23', column 7, lines 10-19). Note that depending on the 
characteristics of each functional block, the functional blocks are NOT always selected 
with regard to access frequency. Note also that Nozuyama discloses that "pairs of 
functional blocks which require high bus operating speeds are registered in advance." 
Thus, the bus selection performed by the bus division control unit is independent of the 
bus load, since "pair of functional blocks" are pre-selected and registered in advance. 
See at least column 5, lines 40-67. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants' arguments filed 1/1 1/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

At the outset, Applicants are reminded that claims subject to examination will be 
given their broadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification. In re 
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Morris, 127 F.3d 1048. 1054-55 (Fed. Cir. 1997). In fact, the "examiner has the duty of 
police claim language by giving it the broadest reasonable interpretation." Springs 
Window Fashions LP v. Novo Industries. LP.. 65 USPQ2d 1862, 1830, (Fed. Cir. 
2003). Applicants are also reminded that claimed subject matter not the specification, is 
the measure of the invention. Disclosure contained in the specification cannot be read 
into the claims for the purpose of avoiding the prior art. In re Sporck, 55 CCPA 743, 386 
F.2d, 155 USPQ687 (1986). 

With this in mind, the discussion will focus on how the terms and relationships 
thereof in the claims are met by the references. Response to any limitations that are not 
in the claims or any arguments that are irrelevant and/or do not relate to any specific 
claim language will not be warranted. 

The Rejection of Claim 15 under 35 USC 112. 2^° Paragraph: 
The rejection of claim 15 under 35 USC 1 12, 2"^* paragraph is withdrawn in view 
of Applicants' argument. 

The 102 Rejection over Wertheim: 

The 102 rejection over Wertheim is withdrawn in view of Applicants' amendment 
and argument. 
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The Rejection of Claim 15 under 35 USC 112, l^'^ Paragraph: 
Applicants argue that "[i]t is respectfully submitted that claim 15 is based on the 
description on page 4, lines 1-17, of the specification, set forth below for the 
convenience of the Examiner: In the above structure, at least two of the function blocks 
mav share one of the buses, and the bus division control unit may control a transferring 
operation between the two function blocks via the share-d one of the buses in response 
to a transfer request signal (emphasis added). Since the buses are respectively 
allocated to the function blocks in this structure, a data transferring operation between 
the two function blocks can be performed via a vacant bus. At this point, a write signal 
and a read signal are simultaneously supplied to the function blocks of the transfer 
origin and the transfer destination, respectively. By doing so. a transferring operation 
can be performed with a one-time access, and, as a result, the data transferring rate 
and energy can be dramatically increased, (emphasis added) As noted above, the 
terminology of claim 15 cited by the Examiner 'controlling a transferring operation 
between two function blocks connected to a vacant shared second bus of the plurality of 
buses, and wherein the two function blocks are selected without regard to access 
frequency' is supported by the description set forth above." 

Contrary to Applicants' argument, the phrase, 'SA/herein the two function blocks 
are selected without regard to access frequency " (lines 11-13, emphasis added) 
does not have any support from the originally filed specification. If Applicants disagree, 
Applicants are required to point out to the originally filed specification, by citing page 
and line number, the disclosure of such limitation. 
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The 102 Rejection of claim 15 over Nozuvama: 

With regard to claim 15, Applicants argue that "[l]n contrast to Nozuyama, 
amended claim 15 of the present invention recites: 'wherein bus selection is 
independent of a bus load.' Hence, amended claim 15 is respectfully submitted not to 
be anticipated under 35 U.S.C. 5102(b) by Nozuyama (USPN 5,862,359). 

Contrary to Applicants' argument, Nozuyama discloses that "pairs of functional 
blocl(s which require high bus operating speeds are registered in advance." Thus, the 
bus selection performed by the bus division control unit is independent of the bus load, 
since "pair of functional blocks" are pre-selected and registered in advance. See at least 
column 5, lines 40-67. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 1-9 and 1 1 are allowed. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Khanh Dang at 
telephone number 571-272-3626. 



